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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the
samples

M(N=11) F(N=11)
24133 yrs.

Sex M(N=29) F(N=22)
Age 23131 yrs.

(Pre-OP:preoperative, Post-OP:postoperative)

Table 2. Motivation
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Table 3. MMPI
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Table 4. Mean MMPI T-scores of Preoperative and postoperative patient groups.

104

523 489 460 498 478 411 514
95 89 75 9.8 94 94 116

Preop. Pt
Mean 512 435 577 515 517
SD 89 6.6 113 75 97

Postop. Pt
~ Mean 544 406 645 541 502
SD 11.1 41 125 96 74

499 416 46 493 494 4H5 N7
78 76 10.7 9.2 96 89 9.2

t~scores -130 187 227" -110 054

090 050 015 016 -060 059 034

(* 1 P<0.05)

Table 5. Mean MMPI T-scores of preoperative and postoperative patient groups in male patients

538 506 463 508 475 466 504
96 91 77 95 89 9.0 10.8

Preop. M
Mean 498 4#M46 555 503 527
SD 95 74 11.7 79 95
Postop. M
Mean 512 415 645 569 508
SD 80 34 86 93 79

530 48 47 498 490 48 493
76 79 104 102 96 100 6.5

t-scores -042 129 -233 -208° 056

023 053 019 028 -043 -032 028

(* : P<0.05)

ST B E 27t 1001 H(T270)]] A+ 44
Hx A5 EAdA AQdstart

m. A
1. SCNHE : F-Ee JzeAN FPHFd $d
AN K A& gro] i ¥A vt
ot
2. ES4H : RE A=A BT ¥ AUk
8. ==8% Hlu
&% L K, Hs, Hy, Sc =7} ZsHed &

3, KAz 8% e $718 BEQa, v =
& gaslglon, $AR felgel 9ok

744

3 K Hs A=E A%HR §94 Sl& Fol

6. 0jd9] ==l HlI

%34 L, K, Hy, Mf, Pa, Pt, Sci &7} A5H% L
U, BARGACE §94L gk

6. =M9| Uit

Ao YAAET B S Hole x2E LK,
Hs, Sc, Ma, Sid%7} giled, BAH 02 /9



Vol. 28, No. 6, 1998. Korea. J. Orthod. MMPIE 085t 4my +&&Ale| eldol &gt A7

Table 6. Mean MMPI T-scores of preoperative and postoperative patient groups in female patients

Preop. F
Mean 530 420 609 536 498 479 497 461 4H5 480 483 479 532
SD 7.8 52 10.2 6.7 10.0 121 89 8.1 74 102 105 104 130

Postop. F
Mean 515 397 645 506 494 521 459 461 4H6 487 500 426 501
SD 131 46 16.0 94 7.2 75 6.5 7.6 12.0 84 103 6.6 124

t-scores -137 134 092 08& 009 -08 102 -002 -002 -016 -037 132 052

Table 7. Mean MMPI T-scores of male and female patient groups in preoperative patients

Preop. M
Mean 498 M6 S5 903 527 bll 538 506 463 508 475 466 504
SD 95 74 11.7 79 95 9.2 96 91 77 95 89 9.0 10.8

Preop. F
Mean 530 420 609 536 498 479 497 461 45 4RO  4LR3 479 B2
SD 7.8 5.2 10.2 6.7 10.0 121 89 81 74 10.2 105 104 130

t-scores -128 133 -169 -146 0% 098 140 162 033 091 02 -064 -076

Table 8. Mean MMP| T-scores of male and female patient groups in postoperative patients

PO;ZZ;M 512 415 645 569 508 539 530 488 457 498 490 478 493
. 86 34 86 93 79 95 76 79 104 102 96 100 65
P";[t:; ¥ ms 397 65 506 494 521 459 461 456 487 500 426 50l
o 1Bl 46 160 94 72 75 65 76 120 84 103 66 124

t-scores -1.38 105 000 13 033 040 200 067 002 022 020 118 017
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Table 9. Motivation

functional 282
esthetic 321
TM] problem 90
psychosocial 30.7

Table 10. Satisfaction(Postop.)

very satisfied 143
satisfied 714
neither satisfied or dissatisfied 95
dissatisfied 0.0
very dissatisfied 48
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- ABSTRACT -

A study on the psrsonality characteristics of orthognathic
surgery patients through the MMPI.

Woo-Kyoung Park
Dept. of Dentistry, Graduate school, Pusan National University
Je-Uk Park
Seoul Kangnam Medical Center
Soo-Byoung Park

Dept. of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Pusan National University

This study was designed to evaluate the personality characteristics of orthognathic surgery patients preoperatively and
postoperatively through the MMPIL Comparison was made between the personality characteritics of preoperative and
postoperative groups. Motivation for undergoing orthognathic surgery and postoperative satisfaction were examined
through the questionnaire. Subjects used in this study consisted of 50 patients under presurgical orthodontic treatment
and 22 patients who had received orthognathic surgery. From this study, the results were followings.

1. In preoperative patients group, all T-scores were within the normal range except for K-scale. The T-score of K-scale
is 57.7, this showed that these patients underwent some or less stress.

2. In postoperative patients group, all T-scores were within the normal range.

3. Only in K-scale, there was statistically significant increase after surgery (P<0.05).

4. In male patients group, all T-scores were within the normal range except for that of preoperative K-scale.

Postoperatively, there were statistically significant increase in K and Hs scales(P<0.05)

5. In female patients group, all T-scores were within the normal range.

6. Motivation for undergoing orthognathic surgery could be divided into 4 categories. : esthetic goal(28.2%), functional
g0al(32.1%), TMJ problem(9.0%), and psychosocial reason(30.7%).

7. The degree of postoperative satisfaction was quite high(85.7%). 14.3% of all patients were very satisfied, 71.4% were
satisfied, 9.5% were neither satisfied or dissatisfied, and 48% were very dissatisfied.
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